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REMARKS 

This Amendment is filed in response to the Official 
Action mailed December 15, 2 005, the shortened statutory period 
for filing a response having expired on March 15, 2006. 
Applicants submit herewith a three-month extension petition to 
reset the deadline for responding to the Official Action to and 
including June 15, 2006. In view of the following amendments 
and remarks, reconsideration of the Examiner's rejections and 
Notice of Allowance of all pending claims is respectfully 
requested. 

Claims 31-41 and 45-55 are pending in the present 
application. Applicants note with appreciation the Examiner's 
indication that claims 39-41 and 45-55 have been allowed. 
Applicants have preserved claims 39-41 and 45-55 in their as- 
allowed condition. Notwithstanding such allowances, claims 31- 
38 stand rejected. 

Claims 31-38 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,496,350 issued to 
Cosentino ( 11 Cosen tino" ) . Of claims 31-38, claims 31 and 36 are 
independent claims, while the remainder are dependant claims 
ultimately depending from either claim 31 or claim 36. 

Claim 31 requires "a port casing having a graft with 
first and second ends extending therethrough." This 
relationship of components is shown in the application in at 
least Fig. 3, and is described in the accompanying specification 
text. The Examiner contends that Cosentino discloses a port 
casing (11) and graft (14) as claimed in claim 31, but fails to 
identify any structural relation between the two. Meanwhile, it 
is also clear that Cosentino fails to disclose a graft extending 
through a port casing. Rather, Cosentino discloses a pair of 
grafts (14) , where each graft (14) dead-ends within the casing 
(11) . This relationship causes the need for a very complex and 
elaborate construction; one which includes a collar (29), shrink 
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band (67), sleeve (34), and coating (13), among other elements. 
Thus the advantage of a simple pass-through graft, as disclosed 
in claim 31, is self-evident. 

Additionally, claim 31 requires that the first and 
second ends of the graft be anastomosed to a vessel in first and 
second locations. Cosentino fails to disclose a graft having 
first and second ends anastomosed to a vessel at first and 
second locations. Rather, Cosentino discloses a pair of spaced- 
apart grafts (14) , each having one end adapted to connect to a 
vessel and a second end connected to the port casing (11) . 

Accordingly, the Examiner has failed to set forth a 
prima facie case of anticipation as to claim 31, and claim 31 is 
believed to be allowable over the Cosentino reference. 

Claims 32-35, which depend from claim 31, are likewise 
believed to be allowable based on the perceived allowability of 
claim 31. In addition, such claims are believed allowable based 
on the inclusion of additional patentable subject matter. 

Independent claim 36 is also believed to be allowable 
over the Cosentino reference. Claim 36 requires that a port 
casing include a first channel extending therethrough and a 
second channel extending to an exterior surface. Further, claim 
3 6 requires that a graft be disposed within the first channel 
such that its first and second ends are exterior to the port 
casing. Stopping there momentarily, it is already clear that 
Cosentino cannot meet this limitation. Rather, Cosentino 
includes a pair of grafts (14), where each graft (14) includes 
one end exterior to the port (11) and a second end within the 
port (11) . Moving along, claim 3 6 requires that the graft also 
include a third end disposed within the second channel. 
Clearly, Cosentino fails to disclose a graft with a third end. 

For at least these reasons, it is firmly believed that 
claim 36 is not anticipated by Cosentino, and it is respectfully 
requested that the rejection be removed. 

7 



Application No.: 10/682,222 



Docket No.: EDRICH 3.0-003 



As claims 37-38 ultimately depend from claim 36, it is 
likewise believed that claims 27-38 are also allowable. It is 
also believed that claims 37-38 include additional patentable 
subject matter. 

As it is believed that all of the rejections set forth 
in the Official Action have been fully met, favorable 
reconsideration and allowance of each pending claim is earnestly 
solicited. 

If , however, for any reason the Examiner does not 
believe that such action can be taken at this time, it is 
respectfully requested that she telephone Applicants 1 attorney 
at (908) 654-5000 in order to overcome any additional objections 
which he might have . 

If there are any additional charges in connection with 
this requested amendment, the Examiner is authorized to charge 
Deposit Account No. 12-1095 therefor. 

Dated: June 2, 2 006 Respectfully submitted, 




BY J^^M .A/ \S 

Scott E. Chacrney / 
Registration No.: 51,548 
LERNER, DAVID, LITTENBERG, 



KRUMHOLZ & MENTLIK, LLP 
60 0 South Avenue West 
Westfield, New Jersey 07090 
(908) 654-5000 
Attorney for Applicants 
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